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ABSTRACT. This paper examines the effectiveness of the Convention on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons 
(TPNW) toward deterring nuclear escalation, which entered into force in 2021 and prohibits the creation, posses- 
sion, proliferation and use of nuclear weapons while also responding to a number of demands related to denucle- 
arization. For the in-depth analysis of the theme, the regimes theory in International Relations and the criteria of 
the theoretical explanation of the regime effectiveness are selected. The paper is built around the basic premise 
that the Convention is ineffective in achieving its intended goals and discusses three main arguments: (a) norma- 
tive incoherence, (b) lack of institutional mechanisms, and (c) neglect of the global security and strategic context. 
To prove the latter, the paper analyzes the Russian war against Ukraine and the importance of nuclear deterrence 
in the background of the nuclear warnings coming from Russia. Despite the reasons listed above, the main draw- 
back of the Convention is the refusal of the nuclear-weapon states to ratify the agreement. On the one hand, the 
anarchic international system creates a solid basis for mistrust and asymmetric gains between states, and on the 
other hand, the Convention does not offer them security guarantees. Accordingly, the Convention represents an 


idealistic view of international organizations and civil society. 
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INTRODUCTION 


This paper discusses how effective mechanism is 
the Convention on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons 
(hereinafter TPNW) to prevent nuclear escalation. The 
Convention has been the subject of active discussion 
in academic and political circles since the beginning 
of negotiations. It entered into force in January 2021 
and prohibits the creation, possession, proliferation 
and use of nuclear weapons while also responding to 
a number of requirements related to denuclearization, 
which, in the view of the parties involved in the nego- 
tiations, were not met by the Treaty on the Non-Prolif- 
eration of Nuclear Weapons of 1968 (hereinafter NPT). 
The Convention aims to bring together governments, 
international organizations and civil society to achieve 
the goals of the prohibition and elimination of nuclear 
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weapons. The prohibition initiative, in turn, is based on 
the idea of humanitarianism that nuclear weapons are 
inhumane and their use will lead to catastrophic conse- 
quences for humanity. 

However, nuclear states (see Annex A for information 
on nuclear stockpiles), which bear more responsibility 
for global disarmament, have not joined the agreement 
and are often seen as a major obstacle to progress (Fihn, 
2017). Along with this, in the recent period, the tension 
between the nuclear states has increased, and nuclear 
modernization programs have been activated (Herre- 
ra Almela, 2018). Consequently, the question arises to 
what extent the Convention on the Prohibition of Nu- 
clear Weapons effectively contains nuclear escalation 
and responds to challenges. This paper is built around 
the idea that the Convention is ineffective in achieving 
its goals and analyzes the following three arguments: 
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(a) normative inconsistency; (b) lack of institutional 
mechanisms, and (c) neglect of the global security and 
strategic context. 


1. INTERNATIONAL REGIMES: 
THEORY OF REGIMES 


The theory of regimes became relevant in the disci- 
pline of International Relations in the second half of the 
20th century. John Rugg first tried to explain and clarify 
the international regime, and then Steven Krasner pre- 
sented the so-called consensual definition, according 
to which an international regime is "[a set] of implicit 
or explicit principles, norms, rules, and decision-mak- 
ing procedures around which actors’ expectations con- 
verge in a given area of international relations "(Kras- 
ner, 1983, p. 2). Accordingly, the international regime is 
based on common expectations, interests, obligations 
and causality. These rules and procedures influence the 
behaviour of states, the practicality of decision-making 
and the accumulation of joint experience (Herrera Al- 
mela, 2018). There are three main approaches to inter- 
national regimes in the literature, which differ in terms 
of the degree of institutionalism and different views of 
the importance of the regime as an international insti- 
tution (Hasenclever et al., 1997). The Realist approach 
emphasizes the primacy of power and that the relativity 
of power in the world determines the effectiveness of 
the regime; the Neoliberal approach outlines collective 
interests and cooperation of states, and constructivist 
— social relations and identity of actors (Hasenclever et 
al., 1997). 

International regimes gain importance in two direc- 
tions, how effective or how robust it is. The strength of 
a regime is determined by its longevity and resilience 
to international challenges (Powell, 1994). According 
to the theory of regimes, two criteria are distinguished 
according to which their effectiveness is evaluated (Un- 
derdal, 1992). According to the first criterion, "regime 
strength", regimes are effective when the majority of 
state actors agree to certain rules and norms and ad- 
here to them; According to the second criterion, ef- 
fectiveness is defined in terms of goals achieved and/ 
or plans fulfilled (Hasenclever et al., 1997). The given 
theoretical framework does not allow for fully evaluat- 
ing the agreement entered into force in 2021 based on 
the second criterion, as this period is not long enough 
to achieve tangible results. Nevertheless, the paper will 


28 


focus on the first criterion and the normative and insti- 
tutional character of the agreement. 

The international regime for the Non-proliferation of 
Nuclear Weapons has existed since the 1970s when the 
NPT came into force. It fully meets the criteria of the 
regime theory. Most states agree on the principles and 
norms under which they are obligated not to proliferate 
nuclear weapons but to promote nuclear disarmament 
(Paul, 2003). Also, there are international and bilateral 
institutional mechanisms that monitor them. In this re- 
gard, the role of the International Atomic Energy Agen- 
cy is important. It is obvious that the regime is formed 
by a liberal logic since, normatively, this regime is based 
on the collective interests of its members, who mainly 
promote the prevention of the spread of nuclear weap- 
ons and nuclear disarmament due to possible harmful 
effects on international security. 


2. NORMATIVE AND INSTITUTIONAL 
FRAMEWORK 


The agreement on the prohibition of nuclear weap- 
ons is based on the idea of humanitarianism, which, at 
first glance, has a different normative character. The Con- 
vention emphasizes that states parties to this treaty are 

“deeply concerned about the catastrophic hu- 
manitarian consequences that would result from 
any use of nuclear weapons, and recognizing the 
consequent need to completely eliminate such 
weapons, which remains the only way to guaran- 
tee that nuclear weapons are never used again 
under any circumstances " (Treaty on the Prohibi- 

tion of Nuclear Weapons, 2017, p. 1). 

This new rule directly prohibits nuclear weapons, 
unlike the NPT, but the humanitarian initiative indi- 
cates that such a prohibition aims at renewed progress 
towards comprehensive nuclear disarmament, which 
means that, in fact, the normative goal of the TPNW 
is not prohibition per se, but disarmament (Herrera 
Almela, 2018). Therefore, some contradictions arise: 
first, for the proponents of TPNW, the only way to dis- 
arm is to ban nuclear weapons, while the NPT indicates 
that disarmament will occur in good faith among the 
parties to the treaty. Therefore, there is a discrepancy 
regarding the way disarmament was obtained, not the 
norm of disarmament. Therefore, the TPNW is likely to 
seek to create a new normative system based on the 
same normative base as the NPT, i.e. the treaty's goal is 
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nuclear disarmament, which it places within the same 
(UN) institutional framework as the current Non-pro- 
liferation regime. Accordingly, the Convention implies 
the establishment of a new regime in parallel with the 
existing one (Rietiker, 2017; Perkovich, 2017). It is also 
important to emphasize that a number of articles in the 
Convention refer to the issue of prohibition, but the 
definition of nuclear weapons is not given. 

The TPNW preamble affirms the NPT's supremacy 
to ensure international peace and security. In fact, Ar- 
ticle 18 of the Treaty states that "the implementation 
of this Treaty shall not prejudice obligations undertak- 
en by States Parties with regard to existing internation- 
al agreements, to which they are party" (Treaty on the 
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, 2017, p. 11). In other 
words, signing the TPNW should not impede the imple- 
mentation of the NPT obligations, but these obligations 
should be consistent with the TPNW, which is contrary 
to the treaty itself, because some provisions of the 
TPNW are not compatible with the NPT, for example, 
the TPNW does not recognize the existence of nuclear 
weapon states and non-nuclear weapon states, which is 
an important basis of the NPT (Herrera Almela, 2018). 
The TPNW also prohibits states from deploying nuclear 
weapons on their territory, which is not expressly pro- 
vided for in the NPT. States parties to the TPNW are also 
prohibited from conducting nuclear tests, even though 
the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) has 
not yet entered into force (Trezza, 2017). 

In addition, the institutional framework of the Con- 
vention is not clearly established. It does not detail how 
to verify the presence of nuclear weapons in non-nuclear 
states and the destruction of nuclear arsenals by nuclear 
states after becoming signatories to the Convention (Pot- 
ter, 2017). In addition, the Convention does not include 
a mechanism for adopting and monitoring security mea- 
sures, which would oblige the signatory state to destroy 
its nuclear arsenal. Article 4 states that if a nuclear-weap- 
on state wishes to accede to the treaty, it must cooper- 
ate with a competent international body to eliminate its 
nuclear arsenal, but, at this stage, it is not possible to 
identify an organization that can verify the destruction 
of nuclear weapons or to define the role that the Atomic 
Energy Agency will play in the process (Herrera Almela, 
2018). Consequently, there is no unified approach to dis- 
armament procedures, which will significantly hinder the 
actual implementation of the Convention. 

It is unlikely that the TPNW will be able to eliminate 
nuclear weapons, as none of the nuclear powers partic- 
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ipated in the UN Assembly vote, and all of them subse- 
quently indicated that they were not ready to ratify it 
(for the results of the vote and information on the signa- 
tories, see Annex B). In fact, most of the nuclear powers 
and their allies did not even participate in the treaty ne- 
gotiations. Without the participation of nuclear states, 
the TPNW is nothing more than an idealistic statement 
by international organizations and civil society. From a 
theoretical point of view, the mentioned circumstance 
is an important obstacle to ensuring effectiveness. On 
the one hand, it makes it difficult/impossible to obtain 
the consent of the nuclear states, and on the other 
hand, it will harm the vision of the future need of the 
Convention on the part of other non-nuclear states. 


3. SECURITY CONTEXT AND NUCLEAR 
DETERRENCE 


Since its inception, an important challenge of the 
Convention is the neglect of the security and strategic 
context, particularly how nuclear weapons ensure the 
security of states. Opponents of the agreement consid- 
er nuclear weapons as a necessary element of deter- 
rence, a means of avoiding conflict and war. Deterrence 
is the doctrine that the risk that a country will retaliate 
against an attack with the nuclear weapons it possesses 
reduces the likelihood of an attack and the intentions 
of the source of the threat (Immenkamp, 2021). Nucle- 
ar deterrence remains an important aspect of security 
policy. 

The positions of nuclear-weapon states and their 
allies regarding TPNW are close to realist approaches, 
as they need to obtain strategic security guarantees be- 
fore disarmament, while supporters of TPNW act with- 
in the framework of a more constructivist approach, 
as shown by their attempt to change the interests of 
nuclear-weapon states. Mistrust in an anarchic inter- 
national system makes it difficult to convince others to 
abolish their nuclear weapons. Failure to consider the 
security context would jeopardize the consensus-based 
approach used for decades to enhance the NPT's con- 
tribution to international security and could adversely 
affect future NPT conferences. 

Notably, NATO members, which include three nucle- 
ar-armed countries — France, the United Kingdom, and 
the United States — confirmed in July 2016 that nuclear 
deterrence is essential for security and defence and will 
remain a core element of NATO's overall strategy (Im- 
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menkamp, 2021). It should also be noted that the US 
nuclear arsenal is located on the territory of Belgium, 
Italy, Turkey, Germany and the Netherlands. If any of 
them sign the Convention, the location of the nuclear 
arsenal will be "illegal". Such a situation will significant- 
ly harm the alliance's strategy in the background of in- 
creasing international threats. 

Although nuclear deterrence reduces the likelihood 
of an attack between nuclear-armed states or alliances, 
Russia's war against Ukraine has exposed the real danger 
that a state can use its nuclear weapons to intimidate or 
coerce anon-nuclear state if this action serves its purpos- 
es. The war in Ukraine renewed the debate on the im- 
portance of banning nuclear weapons, within which the 
signatory countries of the TPNW met in Vienna in June 
2022 and adopted an Action Plan to more widely stig- 
matize, delegitimize nuclear weapons and define specific 
steps on how to eliminate them. States at the conference 
agreed to set a 10-year deadline for eliminating nucle- 
ar weapons after nuclear-armed states join the TPNW. 
However, they argued that the real threat of nuclear 
escalation further increased the authority of the TPNW 
(Nuclear Weapons Ban Monitor, 2022). 

Countering the above arguments, the actual imple- 
mentation of the TPNW faces significant challenges, 
which can be summarized as follows: (a) In light of the 
war in Ukraine, any hope of nuclear disarmament and 
a world free of nuclear weapons is a distant prospect. 
Geopolitical tensions are driving a seemingly unstop- 
pable dynamic toward an even stronger emphasis on 
nuclear weapons and nuclear deterrence. (b) Renun- 
ciation of nuclear weapons is practically impossible 
when particular states, even one of them, consider it 
the last hope for achieving their strategic goals. (c) In 
addition, such action may have a "spillover effect". Like 
Russia, nuclear intimidation may be used by other revi- 
sionist states (Iran, North Korea) to pursue their inter- 
ests, ultimately negatively affecting the existing nucle- 
ar regime (Sinovets & Vicente, 2022). (d) In 2022, nine 
countries formally acceded to the Treaty, although the 
agreement's authority has increased with non-nuclear 
states signing and ratifying the TPNW. (e) The need to 
join military alliances has become relevant in the back- 
ground of the current war and nuclear intimidation. 
Finland and Sweden have decided to become members 
of NATO, which is not only a collective security alliance 
but also a "nuclear umbrella" for member states, which 
once again emphasizes the importance of nuclear de- 
terrence. 
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CONCLUSION 


The paper has examined the effectiveness of the 
Convention on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons. 
The theory of regimes in international relations has 
been used to explain and evaluate the topic. The the- 
oretical framework has identified two criteria, regime 
strength and achieved results, by means of which the 
effectiveness of regimes is evaluated. The above anal- 
ysis has shown that the real purpose of the treaty is 
to force nuclear-weapon states to carry out extensive 
nuclear disarmament, but the ban is not an effective 
tool to achieve this goal. First, there is a normative in- 
consistency in the agreement. The Convention affirms 
the supremacy of the NPT, but it contradicts it in certain 
aspects. Prohibition of nuclear weapons as a goal ulti- 
mately takes the form of nuclear disarmament, which 
echoes the goal of the NPT. Consequently, it has be- 
come clear that the Convention seeks to create a new 
international regime parallel to the existing one. 

It is important to note that the agreement does not 
clearly outline the institutional framework, the bilateral 
or global agencies that will verify, monitor and ensure 
the implementation of it. 

Enforcing a ban ignores the strategic and security im- 
peratives of states and nuclear deterrence. The humani- 
tarian initiative is less focused on analyzing the security 
context of states that oppose the ban. In an anarchic 
international system, obtaining the consent of states 
is difficult when there are no security guarantees after 
disarmament. Also, NATO believes that the Convention 
contradicts its security strategy. Russia's war in Ukraine 
has shown that the threat of nuclear intimidation still 
exists and may be used by other countries to achieve 
their goals. At the same time, it has highlighted the im- 
portance of nuclear deterrence. Ultimately, without the 
main target (nuclear) states that did not participate in 
the negotiations and did not join it, the Convention is 
only an idealistic vision of international organizations 
and civil society. 
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ANNEXES: 


Annex A) Nuclear Forces and Nuclear Stockpiles in the World (2022) 


World nuclear forces, January 2022 


Total Total 
Deployed Stored _ Total 
mene warheads® _— warheads? stockpile” enh . se 4 ; 


Russia 1588 2 889 4477 5977 6 255 


Israel 90 90 90 90 
Total 3 732 5 708 9 440 12 705 13 080 


total, stockpile%20from%20225%20to%20260) 


Annex B) Global! Picture of the TPNW 


i 


OMe 
oat de : 


_ Vote on the treaty text, 2017 Status on June 15, 2018 


1) in favor IES Treaty signed 
@ Abstentions Treaty ratified 
@ Against 


Absent 


SOURCE: Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, by Sciences Po, 2018. (https://espace-mondial-atlas.sciencespo. 
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MdBCIHOV IBITONoGN GITNGNBINd dONMDN)BIC@N) 
DoMdCUL d8&:doM8Nb GILObIO 8MO8IHC00 (TPNW) 
dNMD1)BIC0 ALZSO@MOCDNL DILO3d8IdDC0O? 


doMood dogofood3omo 


bogomodmmobm gonogoomdgdob dogobamHo, 
4030 8Em380b bogomsdImbobe yloggobomgho, boJooaggme 


JOLOMIION. ImBgdyam HodHMMIdn go6bamyAMas dahM3 AEM OshoMAb o3MdsEMzab dgbs69d 3M639630- 
ab (TPNW) 99399 G095mMonb Lo3nmboa dsafim3yano gbuomogoab dgbo3039dMos@, MMAgaazy ds~masdn d93N@~s 2021 
Haeb eo 3frdsqo3b dahin3yMN NofhoMab d7JdHoL, BemmMdob, go3MEgamgoobs Es BsdMY J6g00b, sdsbmob39, 
BoLVbMOL CEJHAZMIoMnGoGasbsb Wo3o3dahMyJoyM Ingm frog IdmmbmM3b69db. Lo3ambab LamMdabgyEMN sbo- 
Matabm30b dgmMAgyens figyndgJd0b M|MMadS LogfMasdmhabmM Af*rMoaghfaMd70dN Gos fFagynNdAb 90394 H006m- 
oab MaMMayao sbbbab 3fha®gMnydgJoo. BodfomMGa og{goyemnse 00 daM—ans@n AMbsbhgdab goMdgdm, fomd 3mb- 
396R05 9f59R397dIG05605 Cobsbyqnn GoG%bygoab dabom§y730@ wo gobbamyMoas boda dafhamse@n ofMaydgbAo: (0) 
BMMASHa ya shomsbdndeg3:hyamds, (0) NHHLAA®YEQoNMO AgJobnGAgjoob Go3a~mgdmds Co (3) aMMdomyfho 
QLoBharbmgodnbs Oo LA&hoH gay 3MbH JLHob Yaygangogamymao. 00 Y3o6objbgaoab gobbodS30ggd0mose 
HsdMMAGD goobsmnvyoyemns Mybgnab mda yshhoabab HFnbsomd@ges Co Mfrybgnabgo6b Imde@nbo ng safrm3ymoa 
@sdnbjdab 3Mb6%] gsdmM339MndN dafM3ZyEMN 493539006 Gbnd3bgqMdo. doybj7@o30@ HIIMM hsdmagamamoa 
BNGIHONbLo, 3MH376H300b A-rogoM Bo3emb Hohdms@agjb6b safrm3yan oshhomoal djmbg Lobgmdfaexmgoob dag 
09Ms66d7dab MoSagyagatngdsbg yohhab mJdo. gfi~mo Bbfn3g, sbofpjayaoa bLogMmsdmMabmM Lob&gds Lobga- 
BHaBMHs ImMab Ja60bL YoOEMmoOanmdnal Oo sbadg&Mayao Lofhagdaoab damgodab dyofn Loa3yd3gqMb wo Agmfng 
AbAMN3, 3M639H300 Bom fh LMS3SbMdb YLo@fhmbmgoob gof*Ms6Hagodb. Agbodsdabs@, 3M63g6300 Fo*MdAmse@aqjbb 
LogMosdmhabm mhegsbobo3ngoab Wo Lodmgomo)jm bsbmgoe@mgdab ne@gomab&yh bge@30b. 


bIS8I5dM LNOYION: ONMN3INN NSMION, ILBNMSGCNS, 8MdST3S MITINAN, d9393I900. 


DILDIBION NJ65 @oszdoymeRamyoyan 1968 Fmob dahmsymo 


asfhomab gonzhBgmgommdob bgMdQ3hyAMJoNL 


8MB9d09M HsdMMddn gobbamMyYans, My fMod~e@9)- 
G5 9RIJIHooba AgJobnGGns dsafrm3yqo oofhomab 
ogMdom3ab d9b9690 3639609 (dgd~@amddo TPNW) 
COMMZ YAM gbuomosBoab dgbo303g0Mo@. 36396800, 
AMMosoffe3300b @osfygdab J®s38n@ob, ogs~@gdoynfn 
vs IMmamnPFa3ynh §M9790d0 oJ Fayhnn gobbams3oab bogo- 
Bo gob@os. NBN ds~™Mesdn d93N@s 2021 Faab nvsb3ofndGo 
Co 3hrdsmMos3b dafM3yaMN NofhoMab dgJdbob, Bemm- 
dob, Bo3MEBgE~M Iosb9 Co BodMy]7b700b, sdobmbo39, 
BoLy6MdL CEJbyZEMJoMNGosBnsbMsb Co3o3daMyjoqmM 
AmMIM frag AMmbM3Z6g70L, fFrmdangonGg, AMMo3ofno- 
39090dn Aoefrayanoa dbsf9900b dgbjg@yMIONM, of 


GLOBALIZATION AND BUSINESS #15, 2023 


(d90(@aMddo NPT) Bagh. 3M6396300 BoGHse@ abobo3b 
AMs3hmdgonb, bLoghMmsdmfhabm mMgobobeg3ngdo- 
bs © Lsdmgjomojm Lsbmgoe@mgooab gogfrmonsbgoob 
dNAM3ZNM oshosMab ssfrds~mgzabs OS oMdMeBb3hab 
8066 900b AoboMh930@. o3Mdom3ab nbagns030, o- 
30b Ab6fnn3, 9934d6900 3ydobaG®osMabdab negob, fond 
oNfFAM3 NM NshomMa ohab ofhss@osdnsbyMa, oMs3ydo- 
ByMa Evo Dabo gsdmMy]J6j7d9 g90M0H393b Z0GobAfnm- 
BM 09CIgIOb 39gMoMaMdobmZOb. 

dnN6{@s30@ sdabs, dgMsbbdgoob ofp dgygQfnm- 
(6976 dafam3ymn bobgmdfGngmyon (dofim3ymn do- 
H9g900L dgb5690 N6R3MMdsgnaLMZObL Ob. Csbofaa 
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2), MMAMIOLSB ssabMnsM AIA 3obyb6OLda9g0qmm- 
0d BMMdsEMAMhA gobnsMsmMgJdOb 3yMbAM Eos Oboba 
bdofhoe@ 38fimaMgbob d93gMbyJ00bL AMo3ZofM JdoKIbGoe 
dnnhb693096 (Fihn, 2017). sdobms6 ghmoe@, omamm 
39MaMEdN dafAM3ygM LobgmMdfagmgob dmfhob @o- 
DSdQMMd5 BsNGSMES Ws gooJHaYMES onfrM3y- 
Ma AMmeEgMbnabogoob 3Mm~efnsdgoo (Herrera Almela, 
2018). Agbodsdnbs@, AbCJdo 30Mb630, MY Msd~@ jbo 
ofhab dafpm3ymMn noMomalb o3frdommg3ab dgbsobg0 3mb- 
396300 939d 80960 AgJo60bd0 dahMm3yEMo Jb3oqMmo- 
B0OL Agbo303gdEMse@ Os sfMbgoyEMO g00MH393900b 
Lodobyb6meo. dM3gdqmoa bsdMmMGn sagoyamne 0d dm- 
Lsbfgdab goMdgdm, famd 3m639HG0s 9fM199RBgd \os6oo 
@sbobyqmn dnGbg00b GabomHg30@ Eo goo6bsemnb- 
oNMdS d7d~@ gn Lodo 9fMaydgb Hn: (os) BMMIsHoyma 
oMsmsbdndeEgzMyMModys; (0) ObLAaHyAEoNMa AgJo- 
6nGAJOOL Bo3aMgomMos Eo (8) BMMdsamA na Aboo3fh- 
MbMJdabs @s LAMsHggogm gmbHgdbGab yaamo- 
OIMYMgD~. 


1. LJIMD)SIMMNLM MIINGION: 
MIINGIONL DIMMNS 


(99900900b MmgMMas bogfimsdmmabm yfnong- 
fomdgoab Cabgasmoabysda sfHyoomyMa gob@o Ag- 
20 boy3ybob dgmfng bobg3Z0fndGo. Logfmoedmfhabm fng- 
J0Gab sbbOsbs Co gobdoMAyJdob 38nM3g9Ms@ A7IBE@dS 
xXMB Moan, bmanm dg7d~E]ga bLAyN396 BhhobLbgMGs Ho- 
MAMsS@agnBs 9.9. smbLIHLYyoeEMyMn gobdoMgodo, frmd- 
mab dabj@3nmM bogMmosdmfnabm fngq0d0 offal ,,bo- 
BNMLEAIZN 96 odyoMoe@ godmMbosGyann 3fp06n3g00, 
6mM4 00, HgbI00, go@sHy39HomM yoab Gamgoab 3fnm- 
BgeENVMI0N, MMAMIdH{J@sE sJAmMyoob Imemmeoo- 
6900 9fmds6gmMb 394Mb63939 LogMmsdmfnabm yfhoo- 
JMamogoab 3mb3My8 AM bo3ambmsb dadofrmgo000“ 
(Krasner, 1983, p. 2). Agbodsdabs@, LogMmsdmfnabm 
193000 99349d6900 Loghmm Imameonby7ob, nb gfng- 
b9db, 300EM@goyamgogobs @o dNGIG-dg~@IJamdfMom- 
dob. AMBIINEMN HgbI00 Es 8hMMEje@ENMgQd0 go3E~Mg]bob 
S6E9JHL LobgMIfogmams JEIZ9bI, Bo@shy37H0M9I- 
ool damgoab 38hsJSo3ymmModsb] Co IfaMdaMnNZO go- 
AMBc@aMIoNL CsgMM3909b69 (Herrera Almela, 2018). 
MaAgMosyMsda 03390909 bLogfrmsdmmabm fg930- 
dJ0NLs@GN Loda daframs~@n da~gmMds, fFrmMdAaydnB 
JMMdsbgMaL{06 g06L6303E@ 909 2bLAnHyQomMbBsemo- 
6dabL bofhaLbaM wes frgyzndObL, fFr>mamMmMeE bLogfmedm- 
fhobm abbdo®yob, dbnd36gemmoonb g06L6303904- 
amo bjg@30m (Hasenclever, Mayer, & Rittberger, 1997). 
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AgsMabLAAMa Ba@EgMds oJBgHHL o39mgob doqmoab 
8MN05 8b, Md ds~moab Bofh~@modnMMds AbMa3qom- 
do gobbstbo3hMo3b Mggnd0b 939d G096moob; bB9mao- 
oghMoamy ha da~@agmMds — LobgMAFaAYMMs 3mmg]JG0- 
ahr ab&gfg9b90%] Co Mosbsddfhmdmmostg, bmanm 
3IMOLAMAIGozabHyMa — LMmgnomy na yhrhooagfhom- 
Ogdbs Go sJHmMyQdab oegbHmodov] (Hasenclever, 
Mayer, & Rittberger, 1997). 

bogmmoedmmabm fr990d900 Gb0d369~MmMobob od9- 
6b mfhn dndofrmgagonM, MY MsdC bse 339d 400- 
Bow (effectivness) 56 MsdC@ J65e 430390 (robustness) 
0g0. M9z0daL LodA3089 gobabsbm3MyJdo dobo bysb- 
ahdamngmdnms Ws gsdd~MgmModnM bLogfhmsdmmMabm 
850M9393900L0@Gn0 (Powell, 1994). fhgyndgd0b mgm- 
fhoab dabjg@3nM godmMayMas MMnn 3hha®gMhaydo, frm- 
BIMMS Bnbg3NNSE BobegJds Jomn 93gdH6Mo9 
(Underdal, 1992). 30fM39qm0 3haSghoaydab — ,,fg30- 
dob bLadaagfy” (regime strength) — dabjg@30m, fn9- 
300900 939d HoobHas Goda, fFrmegbsy Lobgmdhagm 
sJHmMMyJd0b YAMo3;qMgbMds Jgmobbdg7do go0M339NmM 
Hgbgdbs wes 6MMdIObL Eo Jodob dom; Agmfng 3fn]- 
Maydab dabjg@3nM, IB_QIHnsHmMmos gobabsbm3MgQo 
doMhayenn dnv%bgdab s6/e@s AgbMyayoymo eggB- 
8900b dabj~@30M (Hasenclever, Mayer, & Rittberger, 
1997). dmBgdyma MgMMaQmMOA AoMAm of adang3e 
Lodyommgoob, Mmd Lhymoe@ dgRobe@gb 2021 F9mb 
domodoa dgLyMA dgMsbbdjd9 Agmfng 3ha®gMoydab 
b9939d390n%], fro~@gob gb 3g9faMe@nd off sMab bo3ds- 
fhobo bg~dgbsbg00 dg~@g9ag00b dabomhg30@. danbg- 
535 sdabo, b5dMMIGa 5JBgbAo go39mMgoNEMN 0Jb6g- 
ds 80M39M B3haA®yMNYIGK” wo, 06939, dgmsbbdjo0b 
HMMIsHayQa~ wos obbFaSyganhM bsbosmbg. 

dafAMZNMO Nofhomab goyZ8MEBIMIoEMMdNL bog- 
fomsdmfhabm M9y¥0d0 ofhbgdModb 49-20 Loy3sybob 70- 
960 §angd0@s6, frme@gbs3 dsmsdon d93N@~s NPT. ago 
L&AMoEe s3doyMmRnmMy|db fngzndab MgMMoab 3fag- 
M09070b. bobgmMIfagmas VAMs3EMgbMd9 106b6d@7- 
09 00 8MNHBN3gdLs Cs BMMAQ0%", fFr©mdqmab dobyge@- 
30M Bom 593M Z9EMe@gJoyEy|ds — of aoo3hMBganmb 
dofAM3ygMA AofhoMA Cos by AgyHYyMb daMm3nE~M 
aobooMomgosb (Paul, 2003). ob939, ofbgdmMdb bog- 
AMsdMfabmM ws MMAbMaZ0 OOLANAAGANMOA AgQdo- 
60GG9J00, MMIAMMI00G NHI396 dom Amba®mMabab. vd 
d6M03, Jbnd3ZHgqMMZ06n»s LogMmsdmMhabM o&Mdynfhna 
JogManab LbooggbHmb famann. sdofhos, (9Md fng4000 
Asdmyomndgdymas mmoadghsmyha mMmenjom, 30- 
Bsn@sb OMMdAsFoymoe@ gb Mg9y¥0dN 993ydbg00 Babo 
Ha3zhg00b 3mamgsdoym ab& Mgbg0b, fmdmyo0g 
dofhracs@s@ bLogfhmsdmfhabm yboofirmbmgost7 09- 
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LSIMDISIMMNLM BMMNON8IM-IBMEMANZIMN IMMNIMN|MSI40N Od LIIDMDN)SIMMNLM ILOSMN)6MI6S 


Lodamm 00369 GIAMIJIJ@ JOObL gsdmM dafMM3yEMN No- 
fhomab go3MBgaM dnb 3fg3g63Nobs Es daMM3nE 
BoGnoMsmMgoosb yHYymMdg6 bganb. 


2. BMMAIONIENN Cd N6LONGIGNIMN 
AOMAM 


daMM3Z AMD oohsMab o3fpdsms3oab dgbob9d dgmo- 
660900 9939d6709 JydoHaGHsMobdab a@geob, fmdg- 
MB, IMoaN 496730, g56L6303909M BMMAsSayqm 
bobasmb oSoMgob. 3M6396300b dgmfng mo3d0 bob- 
gobLdQmos, MMd 00 bgmMAQZMAMI0OL AMbsfog~y 
bobgamdfGngmgon... OMBsE ofhnsb dIDAQMMIoyMBO 
00 Z9HobLHMMByM 3HdsbaoMyama dg@gajoom, 
Mog OM3y3909 COMM3AMA oshhoMab godmMygjbgo0ob 
vs 9MN9M70]76 90 NofhroMOb LhAMsEe sMdmab3hob 
bogafimgoeb, frog MAgds adab gofrobGo@, fmd do- 
MM3ZNM oohMom oMobM@gh aJbjoo bgmobame go- 
Amyj6j0yMmn" (Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear 
Weapons, 2017, p. 13). 9b oboqmoa §gbo 30M@o30M 
Shdomo3b dsahmm3ymM oofhomb, g06b6393900m 
NPT-bg96, MYIBS JQdsHaG®oMAM abngaso3o0 do- 
ymangob, fymd sham o3frdomm3e GoGHse@ abosbo3zb 
Bobobamgoym 8MmeaMgbb gofiam dsaMm3yamno eo- 
Basfpomg00b396, frog 60d6o3b, frmd Labsd@3amydo 
TPNW-ob BmMdsFaQmMa dobsbo oMab ofhy Ms3abmo- 
35 ssfrdom3s, ofMdg@ goboofemgds (Herrera 
Almela, 2018). dgbododobo@, Ab@gdo gofM339NM0 
Habssmd~yamdgon: 80M3g9am0, (39f| 3038mM39 AgmMfng) 
TPNW-ob OMdbMhgJdaLMZ0bL Bo6noMsemMgJd0b gMmoe- 
©@gMaN gbs sMab daMM3gMO NsMsMalb o3Mdowm3s, 
bream NPT daqnamgob, frmd gobasfhomgds 39MNM- 
Labeabagfis@ Fofindsfimgos bgMdg3hymMyd0b 
Abof\Mg90b G~mMab. oJg@ob godMde@nbshy, ofob dg- 
Qbodsdmds gobooframgdob Am3m3900b gbobmob 
93593daMJONM Co Sfho gobNofhomgoob BMMIAsLMsb 
(5353dNM JON. oJg~@ob godMd~@nbofng, TPNW, bo3o- 
MsyeomMe, 3CAMMOL dg7Jdbob sbo~mon BMMIsayQmoa 
Lab&gds, MMAQMNE CsxBydbZdyMMN 00039 BMMdo- 
HAM 96st], MmamMMe NPT, s6y bgmdg3mMyayoo0b 
dnbGobo sMab daMms3 Mo gobasfhoMg|ds, MMAgQEMbEB 
oyomnadgob 00939 (gogMMb) nbbLAnyegoygM bob&g- 
dodo, MMEMME sdZz5dNbEJao BonZMhMEIEMIoMMdnL 
fyggndo. Agbsdsdabo@, 3m6396g05 egyaoabbdmdb 
sbsma frggndab Asdmysmndgdob 4339 ofmbgdyqob 
8ofhommgmyfmo@ (Rietiker, 2017; Perkovich, 2017). 
d6nd3Z69MM3Z56n0» Adal bsoBgobdo0B, MMd 3m6396G0- 
oda dmgana fragn BybaMgdN gbg7do o3frdom~M3ob bo- 
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30Mb6L, MYIBso doafFM3yEMNO NofhoMab g56d5MA]d0 
AMBIdyaMN off ofhab. 

TPNW-ob 3M95009Ms s@obAyhMgob NPT-ab y%™- 
Bogbmdob Logfimsedmmabm dd3n@modnbs @s ybo- 
BMMbMJoob RBMYRZIMbLYyMARs@. BoJAmMdMazZ0@, 
bgEMAAZZImMYyCN|J0ObL 49-18 ANKEMdN BoMmd3zodns, fmd 
TPNW-G ,,of) YO~@os Dgqobmb Ambsfamy Lobymdfo- 
3mg900b dagM bozabhhn 39mM@gonmyog00 sMbyoymM 
Loghmmsdmmabm dg0196b6d9090Ms6 C@o303d0MJd0m, 
fomdgmas §93%M9003 abobo sfasb“ (Treaty on the 
Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, 2017, p. 22). b630 
ba®y3900M frmd 30 930m, TPNW-%9 bgmdmfgfed 
of yb@s djgoR3gMbmMb NPT-ab 30eEm@gdymgdjo00b 
AgLAAEMIb5, Asafisd gb 390~M@ JoyMIO900 Ybwo 
AggLod0dg9dMeEgL TPNW-bL, Mos3 ghabsomd~@geajoo 
M535 bgMIdAQZMYM|o0b, fho~@gceb TPNW-ob %m- 
BAIMAMN CIdYEM|do off ofhab Ms3gbgds@0 NPT-boob, 
Bogo~Maase, TPNW sf 36Mob daMM3qnEMN OofhomaL 
84mb69 LobgmMdfagymydnbs Eos shhodaMm3yan bsby- 
MAFAYMgd0b ofMbydMd5b, MMAQMAG’ ofhab NPT-ab 
0600369amM306n0 Loo3yd3gamn (Herrera Almela, 2018). 
TPNW, 96939, 3Mdsmmo3b bobgmdfngmgddo go6omo0- 
3Lmb6 oafim3yan oofhoma LosqQmofh ®ghaamMnst7”, 
fomdgmnag 38oMes3saf of sfhab gom3omoabhnbyon- 
amo NPT-do; TPNW-ob dmbosfagy Lobgmdfngmgob 
q3hdommgdom dnhm37MA AgbHJ0ab hoGoMyo0o;, 
Bnnb‘{@s30@ Adobe, MMd ym3qmnbdMdE3gq@n onfno- 
3NaMn &Qb&Jdo0b o3fodoem3ab bgmmdg3fymMgodo (CTBT) 
x9M of sfhob dsqmeda dgbyamo (Trezza, 2017). 

BoMos sdobs, 3Mb396g00b abbLAa®yBgogMa fho- 
MAM AogvaMme off sfhab hodmysmmndgoymn. nen e9- 
HomyMose off amgomoabfHabgob, oy Mmamn y6@o 
dJdMHIAE JL oofpAm3ymn nsfhoMab ofMbgdMody ofhodo- 
39M LobgmMdfnymMgddo wos 50 ofMbybsmoab gobos- 
@EayhMJo5 daMM3yEMN J39Yybg00b BoghM Gob d9d~ JB, 
fog ababo g06@Jd056 3m63965300b bgmdmMdApgMbo 
(Potter, 2017). sdsb0106039, 3M6396300d0 of offal 
BoMZoMabLFHabgoyann yLoBhhmbmgoob Gmdgoob Go- 
MgJ0abs Es AMbA®MMabgob AgJobnGGn, fFrmdAgmnag 
Mss3gomMeayjoymyob bygmMIdmMdAHgM LobgmMdAfaygmb — 
Boobs@anhimb oofim3yma ofpbgbsamo. d9-4 Aybaa 
00g96L, md my dafim3ydoa oofhomal djmbg bobg- 
MAFaYMb Lamb A7QyIIMME|L baMIdIZ;MyAMIO0b, dob 
JO@s aMsbsdIMmMdAMML 3Md3g4H76H9M Loghnosdm- 
fhobm mifpgsbmbos6 oofim3ymoa oMbygbomoab omdm- 
Lo@b3higmoe@, dogfied, 00 9&038%], Iggdmyogmno 
ALIMA MhesbAGs3oob ae@gbHagyagahygoes, fmdgm- 
bog dggda~ns go@ssdmHdmb onhmm3ymna nofhomab 
Bobo@anfngds 06 gobbsbmo3hfmb frmann, frmdgmbosg 
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BdSMNSI BOFTOMISI38NMN 


sHMIYVMa gogMenab bovgghGm obMymgob 9d 3fnom- 
ggbdo (Herrera Almela, 2018). dgbodsdobso@, go600- 
fhromgoab 38fmeEgjg@yMmgotg ghimnasba da~wgmds of 
oMbgo0Mob, frog BbaAdZHgqMM3ZbsE@ CWossdh3mmM]odb 
3M6396g0ab Myjomyfn 083EMg]dJHHoBoob. 

Bo3eEMgos@ Lo3gofioy~@mes, fmd TPNW dgdagob 
SMIMBb3ZMob CaFM3ZyMN NofhoMo, Mo~@geb sf gfn- 
M05 dOf/IM3AMAS LobymMdHnegBMd ofm donMM AMbofo- 
MgMdo goghmb sbsdoq~goab 3gbgabyfhsdo wo y3g9qmMoe 
850g9600 dgd~@aMIGN BaQMAM, fFMd off AQYM BGo~ 
dabo froGagagamgoobag3ob (3964obyMob dg@g9aq900- 
bs @s bygmMdIMdHgMA Abofng9700b d7bLb5b690 nba3MMndo- 
goabmgoab ab. Esbsfan 4). BoJ&mdMa30@, dofnon- 
39m Lobymdfagmgdnbs @s Joma Am303daM]900b 
VdIAILMd9 ohG 30 AMBbofa~gmode@s bygmMdg3MyE]- 
dob AMMo3oMo39090d0. dafiM3yMna Lobgamdfhnegmg- 
oob AMmbsfaagmoab gofn9d9, TPNW Lb3o ofhoggfnns, 
on offs Logfrmsdmhabm mhgsbotogngdobs @s bsdm- 
Jomojm Lysbmgoc@mgdob ae@gomoab&yhin g63b60@9- 
do. MYIMMaYAMN Fhamne@sb, smbadbymn gohMgdmjo00 
860d36gMM3Z0b6n WsdM3MMy]od59 IBIJHas6mMoab yo- 
MAGZIEMboyMaRse@, Jf Abfnn3, shMoymy|db/d7yd- 
mgogmb benb oafim3ymo J3gy6j00b msbbdmoob 
AM3M3900b Gs AJMMng AbMng, Cossbofho~gob bLb3e 
ofsdafhing3gyma bobgmdfagmgo0b BbMa@sb 3mb- 
3963006 Lodmdo3qm Logofrmgoab bg@30b. 


3. ILIVSMN6MIONL 38M6OIILON 
©) 6NMN1I3IMN JI3I3IO0 


3M6396g00b dbnd36gEMmM3Z060 g50MH3930, JobB™ 
AAdoMdaL 389MaMCEN@sb, shal YLoY8Mnbmgdnobs ws 
LAMsGIgNIM 3MbGgILGob YaymgdIMyMe@o, 39fn- 
dm, ndabs, ny frmamhh YGMAHZIMYMa3b dofMM3y- 
Ma asfhhomn bobgmMdAfagmms yboofrmbmyosb. d9- 
Mobbd970a0b AMHabssomd~eyaqgoo doMMm3ynM oofhomb 
49303900b 5s9QOGMIOIM 9MIJI7ZHGHoE, smEQemnJHabs 
@s MBabL Ms3N@sb sgamyoab Lodyommyds@ donhbg- 
396. 09303909 ofhab EmIAfnabys, MMIAMaL Msbsbdoe, 
fhob3a adabs, MMA NHo3{@obbdabsb J3gyobo bo3oby- 
bme@ dafhin3yM™ nofhombl godmMny9690L, frmdgambog 
BMMob, sdgnhMJdb Mo3@obb6dGab smMdsmmMdob Os bo- 
BhMabab HFyshmb go6%6M56390b (Immenkamp, 2021). 
ONMMZAMN 47353909 33003 MAgds YLoeBhMonbmyo0b 
8MamMna30b 860d369qMM396 sb3gJGoo. 

oofM3yMA aofhomal djmbg LobgmMdfagmgdnbs 
CS domn Am353dNM]900Lb 3MbaABNJ00 TPNW-bosb 
s353daMJ00NM sbemmbss My7smoabAyhM Ba~@eamdgo- 
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056, Ms@gs6 Bds«mMm3Zab 3haMMa®]IAQMas donMmMb 
LAMsH]go0gMaA YbLoBMmbmygoob goMsb&ngon go- 
Bosfismgosde@g, bmanm TPNW-oab dbsme@sdgghmgo0 
ABMM 3MbLAMyAJAaz0bHyama Ddnwegmdab Bohe- 
amg0dn 0mJd9O9d9b (frog BomMds AZ@gMmMdsd h3g- 
6s) — d9g390EMb oafAM3ygMA AofhomMab djJmbg bobg- 
MAGaRMyb00b O68 Mg7b900. L630 LobjgMdfagmms 
dndshMm YoEOMdmmods sbofhjayM bLogfhmsdmmabm 
Lob&gdsdo sMoymygodb dom woMHdybgdob, yomo 
09396 dafim3yM aohhomb). yboeMmbmgoob 3mb- 
HaILAab goyn3omoabHobgommos boBhmambgb dgyd- 
BBab 3mMbbLygbLyLG] CoeydbjgoyE Bow~amdeb, fom- 
dgMaZ gsdMnYJbId0 sMHangyamygonb dobdamby 
NPT-ob §3moacoab gobodamaghgdmoe boghmsedmfmo- 
bm ybog@fimbmgdsdn @s AjgndmMyds5 YohyMaRnMse 
NdmMJdJeMb NPT-ob LodMBs30eEmm 3mba39fng63090%7. 

sMbLs6ndbo300, (Md HoSmb §g3M]70d9 (3gfdmco 
30, Lsddo dOfM3ZqAMIS J3gYy969d — boo3fns6aqmd~o, 
BoIMansb70VMIAS bsd9Md Cos 98dd-d) 2016 Fob 
a3mMaLdA Css@sb&yMgb, fmd onfpm3ymMn JQZ0- 
3905 sMbgdnMs@ Boshbaom YboRfmbmgdnbs Wo 
015305330LM3Z0L Ws NBN CEoMhgZds5 bsAmb bLogfham 
LA&MsSg0ab daMansen jomgdj6Ho@ (Immenkamp, 
2021). yOe@s smabadbmb ab gofn9dmMg]d0B, (md 5dd-ab 
onfAM3yMaA ohfMbybsmMn gobqoggoymMoas Ogangoob, 
aXomoaab, nyhhJgnab, gghMdsbonbs Cs boe@ghMmo- 
Begoab AyghMaG®MMnsty] Eo 00 09906393900, ory fnm- 
d9amnG9 domegoba bgmMb AmohgMb 3mM6396300b, d0- 
frm3yao sMbgbomoab go6qogjdo ,oMoamggomyfnn“ 
NJ67d0. sbaMn AE~EEMASMgMds 30 dbNd3bgmMmM3b65~ 
CosboMsmyob omosbbob LAMsS gob Loghmsdm- 
fhabm boo3frmbgjd0b Sheoab 3Mb%9. 

dnN6gC@s35@ Adabs, fFIMdA dafM3ZyMN JgI303900 
sdgahMgob doafm3yaMo nofhomab AJmbg Lobgmdfnagm- 
Job, 06 o~mns6bb90b dmfab mo3@obb6dab sqmdsmmosh, 
Mabgnoab MdAds yZfhsabab Habssmde@g|sa godmMo3qmnbs 
fragoamafnn bso3fnmbg adobe, fomd Loby@mdfFog3mMb dgxy0- 
Mas Ms3ab Ga3~mmoganmdsdo ofbyoyan dahhm3ymMoa 
NofhomMa gsdMaygbOMb ofhsdafim3yan J3gy6ob dads 
@sdnbgdab 96 adymyonb GoGb0m, 04930 9b y3069b369- 
mo dob dnb%bg0b gdbLobyfngdo. H3f\Monbsdn MGs gobo- 
bas ©gJd9Jd0 daMM3ZyAEMA OofhoMaAb o3Mdsa3ob 
BHnNdZH7EMMdsbLOsH Cos353dONfMQd0M, FaAMAmMaAL gBofne- 
amgodo0g TPNW-b bgmdmdhgMoa 43946900 2022 Hamob 
0360bLd0 3969dn dg0300696 eo donmgb bLsdmgdgeom 
89B05 CNfFAMZNEMN NofroMAL YRBhMM BofimmMe L&n~- 
BsFHobjoob, wegamggaGadognoab Agbobg0 eos gobbo- 
Sa3zMgb 3mb3M]7G yan BodoyxgJod0, oy Mmamfn Yow 
SMIMNGL3Mob NEN. 3MbRgM7bGNsb] Lobgm@Mdfnem- 
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LSIMDISIMMNLM 8MMNON8IM-IBMEMANSIMN IMMNNIMN|MSISN ES LIIMDN)SIMMNLM ILNSMN)6MI6S 


J00 d9Ms566d~c6976, MMA CossHgbMb6 10-Hemnsbo 30@s 
CNMMZ AMO AshhoMab sMAMbsyb3hymMoe@, MmeE|bs3 
CAMMZ NEMO AJnsMomgdymoa bLobgmMdfagxmgon dgy- 
g3fme@jd096 TPNW-b. sdsboob, domo ofandghGom 
CAMMZ NEMO QbLyomogoab frgsmMYAMBs boey3fnmbgd 30- 
073 YBMM BotoMes TPNW-L o3GmfmaGgHo (Nuclear 
Weapons Ban Monitor, 2022). 

6JIMM smMmbndbyEa sMeyndgbHJd0b bLo38oMhm- 
69@, TPNW-b fgsemyhn 003m 90968309 8600369- 
MmM3560 g00M§393900b Fobsdgs, Mmdmyong Jdg- 
AEIgbsNMsE AJndENJd9 hodmysmmndegb: 

(s) y3honbsdo mddb 3mMb%Q] safim3yann gobno- 
fromgoabs © dnfAM3ZqgMA ASMsMabLgeb MNo- 
Z0LygBomoa bLodysfomb bgdabdngfa ndgc@n 
AMAM|_M 39ML37IIHoZ00. BIM3MEMaa3yfha 
MosdsdyMmMds 09393b, gfrmn dgbjg~@30M, 094y- 
Aghigd9q@M Cnbsda3zob dafiMm3yEM nofhoMmbs wo 
0NMM3ZAM 493039086] 30093 YRBhfIMm damagfna 
5JG960b396; 

(0) dafim3yM@ aofhomb) yofhab mgdo 3MoJ034- 
Mse AgyYdMIdIMOs, MFaMEgbsg 3mb3MISI- 
Mo bsobgmdfngmgodn, MyHEs3 ghMON JsMego- 
6a, Gob yZ06sb369~M Ndg@s@ gobobamMos3b 
Loyqmoha L&Mo 80g Bobbg700b dobom- 
§930@; 
aofh@s sdobs, obgm Jdge@gjo0ob JAgbsd~moe 
SJIMmbe gb ,go@om3hab 9939940". frabgonoab 
ALZo3L5@, daMM3YEM wsdnbgdsb Agbodmms 
dNdsMmmMb L635 Mg30bAMbALA AMAIA. bo- 
69mMIdHNBMI0G03 (Afroba, AMwenamMmMy|n 3m- 
fyJ9) Lo3ymofha ab&gMgbj00b gobbobmMfego- 
JoMgomMoe@, frog LsmammMmMe yofhhymeEnnse@ 
NdMJdI@IOL oMbygoya™ oafhM3yM fng900%]™ 
(Sinovets & Vicente, 2022); 

(@)2022 Fgmb Bbhse J3gYybs MmaRngoomMyMoce 
AIVIINME@s bgMIAQZIMhYAMIoob, MYIBZS dgno- 
OH6dg0ab o3GmMas Ho gob6Meoamns sMsd0- 
frm3yamoa bobgmdfagmgoob dagh TPNW-b 
bIMIAMHgMabs Os MhoGagagafhgdab 3mbb]; 
oMbyoyaMn MBabs Co dafiM3yEMN Wosdnbgd0b 
B3M6%7 cemab HgbMhngda Cs@ego bLodbge@fnm 
omnosbbyddn g0993MNsS6g900b LogaMmydo. B0- 
69MdS Co d37IMINGs Bo@oHy30Hgb godb6@o- 
fnny3696 bsm-b §93Ma J3gy6g00, MmMdgany 
oMs B6EMEMME 3MemgIAoyha ynLoyBfimbmgoa0b 
oMasbboas, sMsd7@ ,d0MM39YM JMMeErQ00"% 
Ha3M0 LobgmdAfagmygoobag3ab, fho3 dafMm3y- 
MO 4g303900b sJGYommMdob 30E93 Bfrmbgm 
qb300b bbb. 
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dmM3909M BHsdMmddo agobbamymna aym dafm- 
zn aofhomab s3hdsem3o0b dAgbsbgjd 3m6396300b 
JBIdHoobmMdoab bogambo. mgdob mgmfnoyanoa sobbL60- 
bs @o dggQobjoabm3n0b godmygbgoyqon aJbs Mgyo- 
dj00b MgAMMns LogfMmsdmhabm yfronghmmMdjdd0. 
HIMMaAMAs hofAmda godm339M5 OL MMhn 3fnJ- 
fondo, fogyodab Lodmaging @s Bamfanmo dge@9- 
8900, MMAQMM LsdyomMydnMs3 Bobwegds fng934009- 
dob 939d HoHmMds. GIAMM ombadbymds sboqmnvds 
h3960, Fmd bamMdg3zmMyAMIJ0OL MysEMyAMa BoGobos 
— sadyamb dahm3yamo oofhomab djmbyg Lobgmdfo- 
3900, FMI BobobMMBgngmMmMB gBofham dnfm3ymMoa 
BHNsMoM]05, DYIBS o3frdomM3e off ofhab 9R3gdG00- 
6o ObLAMydIHHO 0B AnGHAL BoboMHg30@. AMo3ofn 
boM396S@ Bnagzohbas Agmosbbdj0s8dn ofMbgoymo 
BMMIoHaQm ohfhomsbdAndeg3zhymmMds. 363976300 
s@ob&yAMIOL NPT-ab ABQGsgLModob, MARIBS gof339- 
ym ob39JH90dn 7Gnbsomd@yejoo Job. dahMm3ymMoa 
ASfhoMaAL o3frdsenge, FAMmamMME doboba, Lsomammco 
dofAM3NEMND gobnsfhomMgoab Lobgb adgbb, frog gbdnos- 
6909 NPT-ob doGobb. Agbodsdabs@, bsMMs@ g0dm- 
Abes, MMd 3M63976309 BeamMmModb dgJdbob sbo~mo 
Loghmmsdmmabm foggndo 4339 ofobgonmoab 3ofomg- 
mafoe. 

0600369 M3069 smnbadbmb, fmd dgms6b6d900- 
do ogame sf shhab gsdmM339maMN NOL AnH Yeonhoa 
AomAm; ob mhmdbhoagn o6 amMmMdomyhn bosggbAm- 
joo, MmMIdM 00g gobobMMBngago]76 dgdMHdgoob, 
AMbBAN®MMababs Oo YSBMYH39EMYMa396 dgmobbdjo00b 
AgLAYENIOb. 

oshdsmmgab adymgos YaIMIoIMYyMEL bobgm- 
Afogmgoab LAMsHyg0gmM Eo YbLosBfhmbmgoab 0d- 
39M58390Lb9 © dAMM3ZmM Jg30390b. JVdHOAo- 
MyAMA NbABNSAN3Z6 Bo3amMgdse@ MhagbaMyjoymons 
GoobomMonbmMb 00 Lobgmdfagmgdob yboo3Mmmbm- 
Joab 3mbSgJbAo0, Mmdmyodng g7fabsomde@gagjoneb 
shiidom3eb. sbsfiJaygam bLogfhimsdmmabm bab&gdo- 
do Lobgmdfagmms ms6bbdmdab damgds frmymns, 
AMEE Jbs3 of sMbIoOMdL YboRBhMmbmgonob gofobo- 
Joo gobasMemgoob 090@98. 96939, AMwenmm-o- 
Mob&o3yMa semoaosbba dnnhbg93b, Mmd 3mb3g6300 
GobssMmde@ 8909 Bob Angh dg_dyds3909M YbLowfn- 
HbmMgJd0b L&AMsSgg00b. MAbLgmoab MAGS yBZhonbos- 
dn gdmMo3q@nbs, fMmMd abg3 sMbgomob dofAm3ymMoa 
@sdnbgoab LoeBMmbg eos, Agbsda~me, dob L630 939- 
Yy690093 dadohfhmmMb Mos3gnsbmHn dnGbyg00b dabomhg- 
30@. 50940096039, 3dM339Ms daMM3yEMN 49353900 
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Bbnd3ZbgMMds. LsdmMamm x44, INo30M0 bsd0G6b6g Go of doygMMmE@b76 dob, 3mb6376G08 HoMAmos~@eagbb 
(dafim3ymMn) Lobgmdfagmgoab gofngdg, fFrmdamgd- DbMEmmMe boghmsdmhabm mhgobotogngonbs wo bo- 
89g of) BnnM]L AMBsHa~gmds AMEMs35Ms39090dN AMgommojm Lsbmgs@myoab neEgomabAyM bg~@3ob. 
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©Y69M0N)I0N0: 
@osbsfron ») d9MM3z7aENN d>aN760 Cs d9MM3znEMN A>fM32q760 ALMo3qamMdIn (2022) 


World nuclear forces, January 2022 


Total Total 
Deployed Stored Total 
Country watheads® warheads? stockpile eae — pete a — 


Total 3 732 5 708 9 440 12 705 13 080 


fystm: SIPRI, ym3jamfaoymha |B50MB370s, 2022. (https://www.sipri.org/media/press-release/2022/ 


lobal-nuclear-arsenals-are-expected-grow-states-continue-modernize-new-sipri-yearbook-out- 
now#:~:text= Pe ERE Beery Errs ESE TE stockpile%20from%20225%20to%20260 


@obsfhon 0) TPNW 3m6376g00b aMmMosanynhin LyMsm0 


‘Netherlands | 
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snonadt dc Ly ‘me ‘ 
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_ Vote on the treaty text, 2017 Status on June 15, 2018 


WE in favor INE Treaty signed 
@ Abstentions Treaty ratified 
@ = Against 


Absent 


pmo: Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons, by Sciences Po, 2018. (https://espace-mondial-atlas. 
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